06/22/2004 17:05 FAI 218 696 d731 
09/747.604 



AMIN, & TUROCY LLP. 



MS 154763.1 



©006/009 



Remarks 

Claims 1-4, 7-9 and 1 1-29 are currently pending in the subject application and are 
presently imder consideration. Claims 3, 4, 1 1, 18, 19, 26 and 27 are hereby cancelled 
without prejudice. 

Claims 30 and 31 have been added to replace previously cancelled claims 6 and 
10. hi the previoxis Reply dated May 3, 2004, applicants' representative incorporated the 
limitations of claims 6 and 10 into select independent claims based upon the Examiner's 
indication that the claims contained allowable subject matter. Accordingly, claims 6 and 
10 were cancelled. 

In the present Office Action, the Examiner states that the indication of allowable 
subject matter with respect to claim 10 (and claim 6 which depends there from) was an 
oversight and that these claims do not contain allowable subject matter. In response 
thereto* claims 30 and 31 are presented herewith to replace the previously cancelled 
claims. 

AppUcants' representative would like to thank the Examiner for the telephonic 
interview on Jxme 7, 2004 where it was agreed that a modijSed version of claim 1 1 would 
overcome the cited prior art. Specifically, the Examiner agreed that by replacing the 

format" of claim 4 (which is an intervening claim of claim 11) with a 
**predefmed format", claim 1 1 would sufSciently overcome the cited prior art and place 
the s^plication in condition for allowance. 

In accordance thereto, independent claims 1, 15, 23 and 29 have been amended 
herein to emphasize various aspects of the claimed invention. More particularly, the 
independent claims of the subject q)phcation have been amended to recite the agreed 
upon limitations of objected to claim 1 1 which the Examiner deemed to recite allowable 
subject matter. Accordingly, it is believed the herein amendments (incorporating such 
allowable subject matter) place the appUcation in condition for allowance. 

A clean version of all pending claims is found at pages 2-5. Favorable 
consideration of the subject patent application is respectfully requested in view of the 
comments and amendments herein. 
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I. Objection of Claims 18 and 19 Under 37 CFR Sl-TSfcl 

Claims 18 and 19 stand rejected under 37 CFR §1.75(c) as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to f\irther limit the subject matter of a previous claim. The 
rejection is moot in view of the cancellation of these clauns. It is respectfully requested 
that this rejection be withdrawn. 

n. Rejection of Claim 15 Under 35 XJ.S.C. SI 12 

Claim 15 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. It is respectfally requested that this rejection should be 
withdrawn for at least the following reasons. It i$ beUeved that the rejection is moot in 
view of the amendment of claim 15 made herein. Accordingly, this rejection should be 
withdrawn. 

IIL Rejection of Claim 29 Under 35 U.S.C, SlQ2fal 

Claim 29 stands rejected undor 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as being anticipated by Muiphy 
Jr. et al (U.S. 6,070,245). It is respectfully requested that this rejection should be 
withdrawn for at least the fiDllowing reason. Claim 29 has been amended to recite the 
limitations of objected to claim 1 1 that the Examiner indicates as being allowable. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection and allowance of claim 29 is 
respectfully requested, 

IV. Rejection of Claims 1, 7-9, 23-25 and 28 Under 35 U-S-C. S103fa> 

Claims 1, 7-9, 23-25 and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Murphy Jr. et aL Independent claims 1 and 23 have been amended to 
recite the subject matter of objected to claim 1 1 that the Examiner indicates as being 
allowable. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of this regection and allowance of independent claims 1 
and 23 (and claims 7-9, 24-25 and 28 which depend there from) is respectfully reqaested. 



7 

PAGE 7(9 ' RCVD AT 6/22/2004 6:09:20 PM [Eastern Dayfight 



06/22/2004 17:05 FAX 218 696 d731 

09/747,604 



AMIN, & TUROCY LLP. 



MS154763.1 



I11006/009 



V, RetcctioD of aaim 2 Under 35 U>S.C, 8103fa^ 

Claim 2 stands rejected under 35 U.S-C, §103(a) as being uixpateatable over 
Murphy Jr. et aL in view of the article "Unicode in XML and other Markup Languages" 
by Durst et aL Claim 2 depends from iiwiepOTdent claim 1, which, as stated above, is 
now believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection is moot in view of the 
amendment to independent claim 1 , AccorditLgly, withdrawal of this rejection and 
allowance of claim 2 is respectfully requested. 

YI. Rejection of Claim 3 Under 35 U.S-C. S103fa^ 

Claim 3 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
MuTphy Jr. et a/, in view of Durst et aL and further in view of the article **XML for 
Dummies" by Tittel et aL Claim 3 depends from independent claim 1, which, as noted 
above, is now believed to be in condition for allowance. Accordingly, withdrawal of this 
rejection and allowance of claim 3 is respectfully requested. 

Vn, Rejection of Claim 4 Under 35 U.S.C, SlQ3fa^ 

Claim 4 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Muiphy Jr. et aL in view of Durst et aL further in view of Tittel et aL and yet further in 
view of the article "Fomxs of Unicode" by Davis. Claim 4 depends from independent 
claim 1, which, as stated above, is now believed to be in condition for allowance, 
Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

VIIL Reiection of Claim 26 Under 35 U,S.C. SlQ3fa) 

Claim 26 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murphy Jr. et aL in view of Tittel et aL Claim 26 depends from indepimdeut claim 23, 
which, as stated above, is now believed to be in condition for allowance. Accordingly, 
withdrawal of this rejection and allowance of claun 26 is respectfully requested. 
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IX. Rejection of Claims 15-22 and 27 Under 35 U-S-C. 8l03fa^ 

Claims 15-22 and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over MiJiphy Jr. e£ al in view of Tittel et al and further in view of Durst et 
al Claim 15 has been amended to recite the limitations of objected to claim 1 1 that the 
Examiner indicates as being allowable. Claims 16-22 and 27 depend firom independent 
claims 15 and 23 respectfully, which, as stated above, are now believed to be in condition 
for allowance. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection and allowance of claims 15-22 
and 27 is respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

The present plication is believed to be in condition for allowance in view of the 
above comments. A prompt action to such end is earnestly solicited. 

In the event any fees are due in connection with this document, the Commissioner 
is authorized to charge those fees to Deposit Account No. 50-1063. 

Should the Examiner believe a telephone interview would be helpful to expedite 
favorable prosecution, the Examiner is invited to contact applicants' undersigned 
representative at the telephone number listed below. 



AMIN & TUROCY, LLP 

24™ Floor, National City Center 
1900 K 9™ Street 
Cleveland, Ohio 441 14 
Telephone (216) 696-8730 
Facsimile (216) 696-8731 



Respectfully submitted, 

AMIN & TUROCY, LLP 




Himanshu S, Amin 
Reg. No. 40,894 
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